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one or your neighbor. That is not what
we are sent here to do.

The families of Newtown have per-
severed. Despite all odds, they have
found the courage to get up every day.
Some are pursuing brain research to
figure out how to encourage empathy.
Some have written beautiful music,
composed poetry. Some have started
programs in schools to teach children
how to be kind to each other. Some
have stepped forward as extraordinary
citizen activists and come to Wash-
ington and pound the halls, the mar-
bled halls of State capitols around the
country. They are true American he-
roes fighting for what they believe in
and a better society.

And some, in some ways I think the
bravest among them, have chosen to
bring new children into this world—the
sort of optimism and courage that I
can’t fathom if my child at 6 or 7 years
old had been gunned down in those
classrooms in the Sandy Hook Elemen-
tary School. But if they can have that
resolve and that courage and that faith
in this country, so can we.

A good and a great nation takes care
of its citizens. A good and a great na-
tion responds to the cries of the people.
A good and a great nation, above all,
protects its children.

Madam Speaker, we have the oppor-
tunity to do that. Thoughts and pray-
ers and moments of silence are not
enough. The American people deserve
action. When I get on a plane tomorrow
to fly back to Connecticut to attend
memorial services on the 5-year anni-
versary of those tragic and shocking
murders of children in Sandy Hook Ele-
mentary School, I would like to be able
to tell them that we are doing our job
and our duty in this House by taking
action and honoring their memories
with truly taking action to protect
them.

I want to thank my colleagues for
joining me here tonight.

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from the State of Con-
necticut (Ms. DELAURO), my colleague.

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Speaker, 1
want to thank my colleagues who are
here this evening. I also want to thank
my colleague, Congresswoman KESTY,
for her indomitable efforts and work in
making sure that we focus our time
and our attention to the prevention of
gun violence.

Madam Speaker, I rise to honor and
to commemorate the victims of the
Sandy Hook Elementary School shoot-
ing in Newtown, Connecticut, 5 years
ago. We lost 20 beautiful innocent chil-
dren and 6 wonderful caring adults.
While the grief and pain of the families
who lost a loved one at Sandy Hook en-
dures, we can all find hope and
strength in the resilience of Newtown,
and, together, we must honor their loss
with action.

Tonight, I want to share an essay
from ‘‘Bullets into Bells: Poets and
Citizens Respond to Gun Violence.”
Abbey Clements, a teacher at Sandy
Hook, wrote the following: ‘154 shots.
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They heard them all. I thought they
were folding chairs falling. We huddled
into the coats and backpacks. Some of
them cried. Some of them laughed—
how could they know? And if they
knew, how could they believe? We
shared a water bottle, a blue one, pass-
ing it around. Little arms poking out
to take it. We waited. We had to be-
lieve the police were who they said
they were. I opened the door. They
scattered. A few in my outstretched
arms. We ran. We were lucky. Sur-
viving is a gift and a burden. What do
you do with that?

“For me, as soon as I could, I started
to fight. I fight to keep guns out of the
hands of dangerous people. I fight to
keep guns locked up and away from cu-
rious toddlers and depressed teens. I
fight against arming teachers, and I
fight to keep guns out of college dorms
and classrooms. Lockdowns, active-
shooter drills, and backpacks that
morph into shields aren’t the answer.

“Parents shouldn’t have to worry
about whether or not their kids will
make it home from school. A year or
two after the tragedy, one mom told
me that, every day after school, she
left a gift for her daughter sitting on
her bed—a celebration for making it
home.”

Those are the words of Abbey
Clements, a teacher at Sandy Hook.

It is our job to make sure that those
children get home safe from school. We
have the ability to do that in this in-
stitution. What we need is the will to
do it.

Again, I thank my colleague, Con-
gresswoman ESTY, for her leadership in
this effort.

Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. Madam
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman
from Connecticut for her stirring
words. Abbey Clements is an extraor-
dinary woman, and her daughter,
Sarah, is now a college student here in
Washington and is helping take up that
charge of being one of the citizen activ-
ists and one of the citizen leaders who
understands that democracies empower
and charge us to correct that which is
wrong.

What is happening in this country is
wrong. These are not tragedies from
above. These are not natural disasters.
These are man-made tragedies and
man-made deaths, and it is up to us to
do better.

Again, I want to thank my colleagues
for joining me here this evening. I will
take their wishes, their words, their
energy, their passion, and their com-
mitment to action back with me to
Newtown tomorrow evening.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

————

LETTER SUPPORTING SPECIAL
COUNSEL ROBERT S. MUELLER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
HANDEL). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2017, the
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. MAXINE WATERS) for 30
minutes.

December 13, 2017

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members have 5 legisla-
tive days to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on the subject of my Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Madam Speaker, for the past several
days, there has been an organized at-
tempt to discredit and undermine the
work of Special Counsel Robert
Mueller. I rise today to speak on behalf
of many Members of Congress who be-
lieve Special Counsel Mueller is doing
a great job.

At this time, I am circulating a let-
ter, and other Members of Congress are
joining me. This is a letter of support
for Special Counsel Mueller urging
that he not be interfered with and that
he is allowed to continue this very im-
portant investigation in the interest of
the security of our country.

I will be circulating this letter for
another 24 hours. However, at this
time, I would like to read the contents
of the letter into the RECORD. This,
again, is a letter in support of Special
Counsel Mueller. The letter is ad-
dressed to the Honorable Rod J. Rosen-
stein, Deputy Attorney General, U.S.
Department of Justice.

The letter reads as follows:

Dear Deputy Attorney General,

We write to express our support for the
work of Special Counsel Robert S. Mueller,
III, and to urge you to ensure that he be al-
lowed to continue his investigation—unfet-
tered by political influence or threats to his
authority—to its natural and appropriate
conclusion based on the law, the facts, and
the evidence.

The Special Counsel is Conducting a Me-
thodical Investigation, Yielding Results.

It is unimaginable that Republicans would
seek to intervene, discredit, obstruct, or ter-
minate the special counsel’s investigation.
Thus far, from every public indication, it ap-
pears that Mr. Mueller is conducting a thor-
ough and methodical investigation. He and
his investigators have not sought, and in-
stead avoided, the public spotlight. His team
has not leaked or hinted at criminal allega-
tions for which they have yet to develop
charges. Furthermore, the charges that have
been filed to date have been sufficiently
strong and well founded as to elicit guilty
pleas from President Donald Trump’s former
National Security Advisor, Lieutenant Gen-
eral Michael Flynn, and a former policy ad-
viser to Donald Trump’s Presidential cam-
paign, George Papadopoulos.

The Appointment of a Special Counsel Was
Necessary and Proper.

As you know, pursuant to U.S. Department
of Justice Order Number 3915-2017, which you
issued on May 17, 2017, Mr. Mueller was ap-
pointed to serve as special counsel and au-
thorized to conduct an investigation into
matters, ‘“‘including any links and/or coordi-
nation between the Russian Government and
individuals associated with the campaign of
President Donald Trump; and any matters
that arose or may arise directly from the in-
vestigation; and any other matters within
the scope of 28 CFR 600.4(a),”” which includes
“authority to investigate and prosecute Fed-
eral crimes committed in the course of, and
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with intent to interfere with, the special
counsel’s investigation, such as perjury, ob-
struction of justice, destruction of evidence,
and intimidation of witnesses.”
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Your decision to appoint a special counsel
to conduct such an investigation was nec-
essary and proper, given the U.S. intel-
ligence community’s assessment that ‘“‘Rus-
sian President Vladimir Putin ordered an in-
fluence campaign in 2016 aimed at the U.S.
Presidential election, the consistent goals of
which were to undermine public faith in the
U.S. democratic process’” and that ‘“‘Putin
and the Russian Government developed a
clear preference for President Trump’’; the
obvious potential that individuals, who had
served on President Donald J. Trump’s cam-
paign, as well as individuals currently serv-
ing as political appointees in the Trump ad-
ministration, could be targets of, or wit-
nesses in, any such investigation; and Attor-
ney General Jeff Sessions recused himself
from ‘‘any matters related in any way to the
campaigns for President of the TUnited
States.”

The Selection of Robert S. Mueller III to
Serve As Special Counsel Was Very Much
Appropriate.

Under the circumstances described above,
your selection of Robert Mueller to serve as
the special counsel to conduct the investiga-
tion was an appropriate and commendable
decision. Mr. Mueller has earned a reputa-
tion as a nonpartisan, professional investi-
gator, making him an ideal choice to lead
the investigation into the highly important,
complex, and sensitive matters to which he
has been charged. Mr. Mueller’s record dem-
onstrates that he would not allow bias, influ-
ence, or other extraneous considerations to
impact his investigation, and any suggestion
otherwise is just not credible.

Mr. Mueller is a former Director of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, FBI, who
was originally appointed by a Republican
President. He was vetted and, twice, unani-
mously confirmed by the Senate. Specifi-
cally, when appointed in 2001 by President
George W. Bush, Mueller was confirmed as
FBI Director by a vote of 98-0 in the Senate,
and when Mueller was nominated for a sec-
ond term, in 2011, during President Barack
Obama’s administration, he was again unani-
mously confirmed in the Senate by a vote of
100-0.

Mr. Mueller has earned bipartisan support.
Republican Members of the Senate attested
to Mr. Mueller’s integrity and profes-
sionalism during Mr. Mueller’s confirmation
hearings, which took place on July 30 and 31,
2001. For example, with regard to Mr.
Mueller’s nomination to serve as FBI Direc-
tor, then Senator, now Attorney General,
Jeff Sessions stated:

“It is great to see Mr. Mueller, nominated
to take one of the most important positions
in our country. It is a position that requires,
in my view, serious experience, great integ-
rity, and a proven record of accomplishment.
And you have all of those things, Robert
Mueller. When I was in the Department of
Justice, Robert Mueller’s reputation was
known throughout the Department of Jus-
tice, and he was known not for any political
reason, but because he was recognized as a
professional’s professional, a man whose
skill at doing the job assigned to him was
second to none. There is no doubt in my
mind that there is no more professional pros-
ecutor, no more professional person in Amer-
ica with experience in the Department of
Justice, ready to handle the job of FBI Di-
rector than Robert Mueller.”

Likewise, Senator MITCH MCCONNELL stat-
ed: “I believe Mr. Mueller will provide strong
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and effective leadership. Mr. Mueller has
both impressive management and law en-
forcement experience. He is well-schooled in
avoiding the problems and pitfalls inherent
in criminal investigations and prosecutions.
Mr. Mueller is not ‘of’ the FBI, and therefore
I believe institutional loyalty will not blind
him to making the hard” decision he needs
to make.

Senator MCCONNELL also expressed his be-
lief that Mr. Mueller’s commitment ‘‘to vig-
orously enforcing the law without regard to
politics or partisanship.”

Speaker of the House PAUL RYAN has also
commented on Mr. Mueller’s lack of partisan
bias. As reported in a July 24, 2017, Wash-
ington Examiner article, Speaker RYAN said:
“I don’t think many people are saying Rob-
ert Mueller is a biased partisan. He’s really,
sort of, anything but.”

On October 11, 2017, Kenneth Starr, who
was appointed in 1994 as the independent
counsel who was tasked with investigations
involving President Bill Clinton and then
First Lady Hillary Clinton, commented on
Robert Mueller and the manner in which his
investigation is proceeding. Mr. Starr stated
that Mr. Mueller is conducting his investiga-
tion ‘‘aggressively and professionally.” Mr.
Starr also stated: “We’re not seeing ‘leaks’
out of the investigation as far as we know,
and what we know of Bob Mueller and his
background is that he is someone of total,
rock-ribbed integrity.”

Regulations Limiting the Removal of a
Special Counsel Must Be Followed.

Mr. Mueller must be allowed to complete
his investigation and should not be threat-
ened with removal. However, a few Repub-
licans have indicated their support for Mr.
Mueller, for his ouster. Notwithstanding the
overwhelming reasons for Mr. Mueller to be
allowed to continue and complete his inves-
tigation, the rule of law demands that the
Trump administration follow executive
branch regulations, which restrict the cir-
cumstances under which a special counsel
can be removed. Specifically, 28 CFR 600.7(d)
regarding the removal or discipline of a spe-
cial counsel provides: ‘“The special counsel
may be disciplined or removed from office
only by the personal action of the Attorney
General. The Attorney General may remove
a special counsel for misconduct, dereliction
of duty, incapacity, conflict of interest, or
for other good cause, including violation of
departmental policies. The Attorney General
shall inform the special counsel in writing of
the specific reason for his or her removal.”

Since Attorney General Sessions is
recused, you, in your capacity as acting At-
torney General—that is, Mr. Rosenstein—re-
garding Special Counsel Mueller’s investiga-
tion, are the only individual empowered to
remove Mr. Mueller under regulation. Fur-
thermore, the regulation clearly states that
Mr. Mueller may only be removed for good
cause, which has not been demonstrated. The
administration is required to follow its own
regulations and not remove Mr. Mueller from
his investigation.

Politically Motivated Challenges of Spe-
cial Counsel Mueller and His Investigation
Must Not Be Allowed to Threaten the Inves-
tigation.

Despite Special Counsel Mueller’s inves-
tigation of integrity, as attested to by these
Republican leaders, and despite the clear
progress that Mr. Mueller is making in his
investigation, the rightwing media, some Re-
publican Members of Congress, and Donald
Trump, himself, have attempted to advance
a false mnarrative that Special Counsel
Mueller’s investigation is biased—this is
what they say—and some have advocated for
Mr. Mueller’s removal. On June 15, 2017, re-
ferring in general terms to the Russia inves-
tigation, President Trump stated on social
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media: ‘“You are witnessing the single great-
est witch hunt in American political his-
tory—led by some very bad and conflicted
people.”

In Congress, four Republican Members, led
by Representative MATT GAETZ and includ-
ing former Representative Trent Franks,
who has now resigned amidst an Ethics Com-
mittee investigation into his own conduct,
have cosponsored a resolution calling for
Mueller to step down. Those Members have
attempted to advance baseless claims of the
existence of a conflict due to Mr. Mueller’s
previous service as FBI Director. Those argu-
ments do not have merit, and appear in-
tended, at best, to redirect the public’s focus
toward matters that are wholly unrelated to
the investigation to which Mr. Mueller has
been tasked. At worst, those arguments are
intended to stop or preemptively tarnish the
perception of the special counsel’s work. The
issues referenced in that Republican resolu-
tion pertain to allegations against former
President Bill Clinton and former Presi-
dential candidate Hillary Clinton related to
a 2009-2010 matter, which has nothing to do
with Mr. Mueller’s directive to investigate
“links and/or coordination between the Rus-
sian Government and individuals associated
with the campaign of President Donald
Trump.”

As quoted in a December 12, 2017, Politico
article, Representative MATT GAETZ stated
that he told President Trump that he was
‘“‘concerned” that Mr. Mueller’s investiga-
tion ‘“‘was infected with bias.”” Representa-
tive GAETZ said the President responded:
“That’s why you guys have got to do your
job.” Representative GAETz further stated
that he informed the President that you
would be testifying—that is, Mr. Rosen-
stein—before the House Judiciary Com-
mittee on December 13, 2017, in response to
which Representative GAETZ said President
Trump ‘‘encouraged us to exercise our over-
sight responsibilities.”” This conversation, as
described by Representative GAETZ, suggests
that President Trump is encouraging the
ring leaders of the recent criticisms against
Mr. Mueller in order to pressure you to af-
fect the investigation through the congres-
sional oversight process. That is unaccept-
able.

Some have alleged that Mr. Mueller’s re-
moval of a member of this team, Peter
Strzok, over text messages sent by Mr.
Strzok that were critical of President Trump
suggests bias or a lack of objectivity on the
special counsel’s team. However, upon learn-
ing of the text messages, Mr. Mueller imme-
diately removed Mr. Strzok from the inves-
tigation. In reality, this incident and Mr.
Mueller’s swift response demonstrates Mr.
Mueller’s integrity as well as his desire and
commitment to conduct an investigation
that is beyond reproach.

You must not allow the targets of the in-
vestigation, or issues being investigated, to
escape thorough independent inquiry
through the removal, or hindrance, of the
special counsel. We thank you, Mr. Rosen-
stein, for your careful attention to this mat-
ter, and we stand ready to support you in up-
holding the rule of law.

This, ladies and gentlemen, is the let-
ter that I am circulating to Mr. Rosen-
stein. This is the letter that is being
signed on by other Members of Con-
gress. This is the letter that I will cir-
culate for the next 24 hours so that we
will give Members the opportunity to
sign on to this letter.

[ 2000

This letter should be on your desk
very soon.
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Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from Ohio, Representative
MARCY KAPTUR, who signed up to speak
here this evening.

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, 1
would like to thank the gentlewoman
and ranking member of the Financial
Services Committee for this very im-
portant Special Order and for her in-
credible work in assuring justice in our
country on so many, many fronts.

Madam Speaker, I rise tonight be-
cause of deep concern regarding our
Republican colleagues on the Judiciary
Committee who are attempting to kick
the legs out from under Special Coun-
sel Robert Mueller’s investigation into
Russia’s meddling in our elections last
year.

Yes, they called Deputy Attorney
General Rod Rosenstein to testify on
whether bias has tainted that inves-
tigation.

You know what is interesting about
this?

All of the intelligence agencies of our
country agree that there was more
than meddling in last year’s elections.

I actually pray for Robert Mueller
every night because what the involve-
ment of Russia in our elections has
meant, you know, that’s not a country
that really welcomes debate and open
conversation. They kill their enemies.

Robert Mueller is going to get at the
very core of what Russia is doing not
just in our country, but what it will in-
struct us Russia is doing in Europe and
many other places around the world.

I listened to some of our colleagues
on the Judiciary Committee today, and
I just want to put this on the record:
Robert Mueller has given his life to
this country through his entire years
of service.

I have never personally sat to dinner
with this man or I don’t think I have
even shaken his hand, but I admire him
for his true patriotism.

I watched some of the individuals on
the Judiciary Committee today and
wondered if they knew that he had
been in the Marine Corps during Viet-
nam. He actually rose to the level of
captain. He was awarded the Bronze
Star Medal with the Combat V for vic-
tory. He is the recipient of the Purple
Heart. He was a Navy and Marine Corps
captain and got the Commendation
Medal for his valor in combat.

How many of those individuals ques-
tioning his integrity can even compare
to that with their little fingernail?

Combat Action Ribbon, Republic of
Vietnam Gallantry Cross. That was his
early career.

As an attorney, he went into service
to our country as an assistant U.S. dis-
trict attorney on one coast, and then
on the other coast as U.S. district at-
torney.

He is very evenhanded, and he
worked his way up then in the Justice
Department, rising to the level of Dep-
uty Attorney General. He had been an
Assistant Attorney General. His entire
life has been spent in dangerous jobs.

To take on Russia, you put your own
life in someone else’s hands, actually. I
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can read a list—but I won’t tonight—of
all of the leaders and rising leaders of
countries that wish to be free that Rus-
sia has summarily killed, for which
there is no justice.

Madam Speaker, I rise somewhat out
of outrage tonight listening to some of
our colleagues here who demanded that
we disband Special Counsel Mueller’s
investigation. Counsel Mueller is a Re-
publican. I should not like him for that
reason, right, because I am a Demo-
crat? But I know there is something
bigger to him, and that is defending
the American people against all en-
emies, foreign and domestic. He has
put his life on the line since he was a
teenager for this country.

Our country was founded on the prin-
ciple of equality under the law. Our de-
mocracy, in the safeguarding of those
principles, depends on genuine free
elections. Not only must we pass laws
here that assure that, but they have to
be enforced.

We have to unequivocally confirm
the truth behind the extent of Russian
meddling in our election. That is what
we need. We know they did. Now we
want to know every piece of it.

How did they hack those voting ma-
chines? How did they use special ads
that appeared around the country tar-
geted to special audiences?

We have to restore the faith of the
American people in their very vote in
order to maintain this democratic re-
public.

Throughout his career, Special Coun-
sel Mueller has proven himself time
and time and time and time again to be
a man of integrity.

I might say, this comes from a
woman who tried to become an FBI
agent when she was in college and was
rejected not because she didn’t have
the academic abilities, but because in
those days they didn’t admit women to
the FBI. Times have changed a lot, but
I know that Robert Mueller is the best
that America has.

Due process is one of the most care-
fully guarded of our constitutional pro-
tections, and we must see this inves-
tigation through to its ultimate end.

There can be no chicken hawks in
this House or those who point fingers
whose careers do not demonstrate the
kind of patriotism Robert Mueller has
demonstrated throughout his career.

Madam Speaker, I was actually
shocked at how the questioning went
this afternoon without the kind of re-
spect and understanding of what it
takes to preserve a republic that is free
and independent of outside meddling.

I want to thank the gentlewoman for
allowing me to speak. I am embar-
rassed at some of the questions that
the Republican majority has been ham-
mering over in the Judiciary Com-
mittee and some of the other commit-
tees as the investigation intensifies
and becomes more complete. The
American people have a right to know.

I guess the question every American
has to ask: In whose hands would you
place your life? A man who has served

December 13, 2017

this country, who is now, I believe, 73
years old—over 70 years old?

He has proved everything, but he has
proven also that he has been a total pa-
triot.

I would ask the same of those who so
frivolously waste their words in efforts
to try to suppress an investigation that
we know is essential to the preserva-
tion of our vote and our freedoms.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Madam Speaker, I yield to Representa-
tive JACKSON LEE.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
I thank the gentlewoman for yielding
to me and for her leadership on this
very important issue.

She is standing in the gap because all
that we have heard from Republicans
and their media advocates is that their
intention, of course, is to create a 21st
century Saturday night massacre.

In my questioning of the Deputy At-
torney General, that is the exact ter-
minology that I utilized, which is: Was
the Deputy Attorney General and the
Department of Justice prepared to de-
fend Special Counsel Mueller against a
potential Saturday night massacre?

Of course, that is the Watergate mas-
sacre perpetrated by President Nixon
in firing the Attorney General, and
then requiring and firing the special
prosecutor and—getting someone to
fire—literally creating a institutional
crisis.

Madam Speaker, it is clear, as evi-
denced by the words of Sean Hannity
on December 5, FOX News, who led off
his broadcast with the outrageous
charge that Mueller is frankly a dis-
grace by the American justice system
and has put the country now on the
brink of becoming a banana republic.

Not surprisingly, disgraced former
House Speaker Newt Gingrich, who en-
thusiastically praised the appointment
of Robert Mueller as special counsel as
a superb choice to be special counsel
because his reputation is impeccable
for honesty and integrity, has done a
complete 180-degree turn and now de-
claims falsely that the very top at the
Justice Department and the FBI have
become corrupt.

I was pleased to join this letter and
to join with Congresswoman WATERS,
along with my other colleagues, for a
very important statement.

I also believe that this statement
must be backed up with legislation,
such as H.R. 36564, which I have offered,
the Special Counsel Independence Pro-
tection Act.

But basically I think we have a situa-
tion where if we do not make this a
public announcement of indicating
that between the administration, the
President, and others, along with Re-
publicans in this House, there is an en-
trapment being set up for Special
Counsel Mueller to be considered bi-
ased because of the staffing actions of
which, by the way, those individuals
have been replaced or they have been
transferred to other positions.

There is no doubt that a man who
served in Vietnam, a man who came
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back to the Justice Department as an
entry-level employee to be able to
serve his country, there is no question
that there is no evidence of any corrup-
tion.

Madam Speaker, I would conclude
my remarks by saying the importance
of this legislation and this letter is be-
cause Director Mueller is working his
way into the White House, and the
issues of Russian collusion and the
issues dealing with criminality are ap-
proaching the front door. We must pro-
tect this investigation.

Madam Speaker, in recent days, the shrill
but politically-charged attacks on Special
Counsel Robert Mueller have reached a deaf-
ening roar.

For example, on December 5, Fox News
host Sean Hannity led off his broadcast with
the outrageous charge that ‘Mueller is frankly
a disgrace to the American justice system and
has put the country now on the brink of be-
coming a banana republic.

Not surprisingly, disgraced former House
Speaker Newt Gingrich, who enthusiastically
praised the appointment of Robert Mueller as
Special Counsel as a ‘superb choice to be
special counsel’ because ‘his reputation is im-
peccable for honesty and integrity’ has done a
complete 180-degree turn and now declaims
falsely that at “the very top, the Justice De-
partment and the FBI became corrupted.”

These despicable accusations by Trump
acolytes and ultraconservative zealots against
a distinguished public servant and veteran
who has served his country with honor and
unimpeachable integrity for more than a half-
century are outrageous.

But the public sees them for what they are:
a thinly disguised attempt by a panicked White
House and its right-wing media allies to in-
flame and persuade base Trump supporters to
question the impartiality of the Special Coun-
sel’'s investigation that daily uncovers more
evidence of wrongdoing and collusion by
operatives of the Trump campaign, transition,
and White House.

In light of the barrage of baseless attacks
against Special Counsel Mueller by Trump
apologists and right-wing media, it is urgent
that Congress act immediately to protect the
independence and integrity of Special Counsel
Mueller's investigation into Russian inter-
ference in the 2016 Presidential election, in-
cluding questions surrounding collusion be-
tween Russian operatives and Trump cam-
paign officials.

That is why | am calling upon the House
leadership to bring H.R. 3654, the ‘Special
Counsel Independence Protection Act,’ to the
floor for debate and a vote by the full House
at the earliest time possible.

This legislation, which | introduced on Au-
gust 15, 2017, insulates the Special Counsel
from the whims of this President by permitting
the removal of the Special Counsel only
where:

The attorney general files an action in fed-
eral district court in Washington, D.C., and
files a contemporaneous action with the
House Judiciary Committee and the Senate
Judiciary Committee; and

A panel of three federal judges sitting in
Washington, D.C., finds removal appropriate
based on a finding of misconduct, dereliction
of duty, incapacity, conflict of interest or other
good cause.
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We are on the verge of a constitutional cri-
sis as Trump operatives try to dismantle, de-
stroy, and undermine Special Counsel
Mueller’s investigation.

This cannot be allowed to happen.

The state of our democracy hinges upon our
ability to ensure the integrity of our elections
and the rule of law.

And the necessary and ongoing work of the
Special Counsel must be insulated against
outside influence and interference.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Madam Speaker, I thank both of the
Members of Congress who came down
here this evening and shared in the in-
formation that we are going to forward
to Rod Rosenstein because it is so im-
portant that we let him know that our
special counsel has support. We appre-
ciate what he is doing and we are going
to stand with him.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. SENSENBRENNER (at the request
of Mr. MCCARTHY) for today on account
of illness.

——
ADJOURNMENT

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
I move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 11 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, December 14, 2017, at 9 a.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

3374. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Sedaxane; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0537; FRI-9970-04]
received December 6, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

3375. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Indoxacarb; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2017-0095; FRI.-9970-39]
received December 6, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

3376. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Findings of Failure to Sub-
mit State Implementation Plan Submittals
for the 2008 Ozone National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) [EPA-HQ-OAR-
2017-0667; FRL-9971-66-OAR] received Decem-
ber 6, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

3377. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Financial Responsibility

H9899

Requirements under CERCLA Section 108(b)
for Classes of Facilities in the Hardrock Min-
ing Industry [EPA-HQ-SFUND-2015-0781;
FRL-9971-50-OLEM] (RIN: 2050-AG61) received
December 6, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

3378. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Bacillus Subtilis strain
BU1814; Exemption from the Requirement of
a Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0687; FRL-
9969-96] received December 6, 2017, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

3379. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; Texas; Revisions
to Emissions Banking and Trading Programs
for Area and Mobile Sources [EPA-R06-OAR-
2017-0192; FR1L-9971-04-Region 6] received De-
cember 6, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

3380. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; New York; Reason-
ably Available Control Technology for the
2008 8-Hour Ozone National Ambient Air
Quality Standards [EPA-R02-OAR-2017-0459;
FRL-9971-83-Region 2] received December 6,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

3381. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Dela-
ware; Reasonably Available Control Tech-
nology (RACT) State Implementation Plan
(SIP) Under the 2008 Ozone National Ambient
Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) [EPA-R03-
OAR-2015-0656; FRIL-9971-568-Region 3], pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

3382. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s withdrawal of direct final rule — Air
Plan Approval; Ohio; Redesignation of the
Fulton County Area to Attainment of the
2008 Lead Standard [EPA-R05-OAR-2017-0256;
FRL-9971-74-Region 5] received December 6,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

3383. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Min-
nesota; 2008 Ozone Transport [EPA-R05-OAR-
2016-0327; FRL-9971-61-Region 5] received De-
cember 6, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

3384. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s withdrawal of direct final rule — Air
Plan Approval; Illinois; Redesignation of the
Chicago and Granite City Areas to Attain-
ment of the 2008 Lead Standard [EPA-R05-
0AR-2016-0593; FRL-9971-7T7-Region 5] re-
ceived December 6, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
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